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MEMORANDUM

TO: Diane O’Quinn Williams DATE: September 27, 2002
Director _
Department of Planning and Zoning

FROM: Danny Alvarez, Directqr SUBJECT: FYO03 Blanket Concurrency
Miami-Dade Transi{ | Concurrency Approval for
Transit

This memo serves as a blanket authorization for your Department to continue to review and approve
concurrency applications for mass transit in all areas of Miami-Dade County.

Miami-Dade Transit (MDT) has been charged with the responsibility of reviewing and approving
concurrency applications for mass transit levels of service as stated in County Ordinance 89-66,
Administrative Order 4-85, and Section 33-G of the Miami-Dade County Code. Based on the latest
socio-economic information provided by your Department’s Research Division, and a review of the
Metrobus/Metrorail service area, we are able to re-authorize your Department to review and approve
concurrency applications since it appears that all areas of Miami-Dade County meet or exceed the level-
of-service standards (LOS) for mass transit established in the above referenced County rules and
regulations.

This authorization is intended to continue the arrangement between our respective departments, and is
effective for the period of October 1, 2002 to September 30, 2003; unless canceled by written notice
from my office.

If your staff needs further information or assistance with mass transit concurrency matters, they may
wish to contact Mario G. Garcia, Chief MDT, Transit System Division, at 375-1193. Your continued
cooperation on these important matters is greatly appreciated.

Cc:  Aurelio Rodriguez, Assistant Director
Mario G. Garcia, Chief
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MEMORANDUM

TO: Dianne O’Quinn-Williams, Director DATE: August 6, 2002
Department of Planning and Zoning
FROM: Vivian Donnell Rodriguez SUBJECT: Concurrency Approval
Director
Park and Recreation De;
Vg
AN

This memorandum updates the blanket concurrency approval memo of
September 5, 2001. There is an adequate level of service for all
unincorporated areas, as shown on the attached 1able, and we project that
there will be sufficient surplus capacity to maintain an adequate level of
service for one additional year.

This approval is valid until September 30, 2003. If conditions change prior
to that, T will inform Helen Brown, Concurrency Administrator of your
department.

Attachment

VDR: WHG:BF:RK

cc: Helen Brown, Metropolitan Planning, DP&Z

W. Howard Gregg, Asst. Director for Planning & Development, PARD
Barbara Falsey, Chief, Planning and Rescarch Division, PARD

Biabi-LADE COURTY
RECTGR'S OFFICE
To0E PLEENING & ZONING
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2002 PARK LOCAL OPEN SPACE BASED ON BENBFIT DISTRICTS - UNINCORPORATED AREA

PBD 1995 Accrued Total Need @ Existing Local Open Space Total Surplus Level
Population Population Population 2.75 Acres  -----=----------- R e e L EL e e e Local (Deficit) of
Per 1000 Park School field 1/2 Private Open Space Acres Service
(Acres) Acres Acres Acres
NS REIEEsEES=Ras = Z==s=s==sSE=ESAass=ss === =E===== —-=================================================================
1 454,457 64,558 519,015 1,427.28 1,198.25 702.34 . 85.32 1,985.91 558.63 1.391
2 495,397 64,277 559,674 1,539.09 1,598.06 508.33 139.79 2,246.18 707.09 1.459
3 136,815 24,717 161,592 444.37 578.93 177.20 6.90 763.03 318.66 1.717
=====B=====-====u===============================================‘====================================================================
.:1,086,669 153,612 1,240,281 3,410.74 3,375.24 1,387.87 232.01 4,995.12 1,584.38 1.522




MEMORANDUM

TO:

FROM:

Diane O’Quinn Williams DATE: October 25, 2001
Director
D(Q{)artment of Planning and Zoning SUBJECT: FYO02 Blanket

B B Concurrency Approval
D‘;[riny Alvarez DiregtOr f, for Transit

Miami-Dade Tra

This memo serves as a blanket authorization for your Department to continue to review
and approve concurrency applications for mass transit in all areas of Miami-Dade
County. ‘

Miami-Dade Transit has been charged with the responsibility of reviewing and approve
concurrency applications for mass transit levels of service as stated in County Ordinance
89-66, Administrative Order 4-85, and Section 33-G of the Miami-Dade County Code.
Based on the latest socio-economic information provided by your Department's Research
Division, and a review of the Metrobus/Metrorail service area, we are able to re-authorize
your Department to review and approve concurrency applications since it appears that all
areas of Miami-Dade County meet or exceed the level-of-service standards (LOS) for
mass transit established in the above referenced County rules and regulations.

This authorization is intended to continue the arrangement between our respective
departments, and is effective for the period October 1, 2001 to September 30, 2002, or
until canceled by written notice from my office.

If your staff needs further information or assistance with mass transit concurrency
matters, they may wish to contact Mario G. Garcia, Chief MDTA, Transit System

Development Division, at 375-1193. Your continued cooperation on these important
matters is greatly appreciated.

CC: A. Rodriguez
M. G. Garcia
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MEMORANDUM
70:  Dianne O'Quinn-Williams, Director  DATE:  September 5, 2001
Department of Planning and Zoning
FROM:  Vivian Donnell Rodriguez SUBJECT: Concurrency Approval
Director
Park and Recreation Departmen
N o '

This memorandum updates the blanket concurrency approval memo of July
20, 2000. There is an adequate level of service for all unincorporated areas,
as shown on the attached table, and we project that there will be sufficient
surplus capacity to maintain an adequate level of service for one additional
year.

This approval is valid for one year. Tf conditions change prior to that, [ will
inform Helen Brown, Concurrency Administrator of your department.

Attachment
VDR: WHG:BF:RK

cc: Helen Brown, Mctropolitan Planning, DP&Z
W. Howard Gregg, Asst. Director for Planning & Development, PARD
Dr. Barbara Falsev, Chicf, Planning and Rescarch Division, PARD

As Pen Helew Beow . EXP. PATE o» THIs A 0
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2001 PARK LOCAL OPEN SPACE BASED ON BENEFIT DISTRICTS - UNINCORPORATED AREA

PBD 1995 Accrued Total Heed @ Existing Local Open Space Total Surplus Level
Population Population Population 2.75 ACLES  ---------=--<---=----o-oos-e-soSoseseseToTTos Local (Deficit) of

Per 1000 Park School field 1/2 Private open Space Acres Sexvic«

(Acres) hcres hcres Acres
'========-8===8====.===I=====:====.—'.==-‘1:==========§=:===========7====838==..=======88’=-===:ﬂ======.=.=====:'4'==Sg::‘:-’8==8=8-‘="’===ﬂ.
1 454,457 59,261 513,716 1,412.70 1,198.25 702.34 85.32 1,985.91 573.21 1.40¢
2 495,397 56,175 551,572 1,516.82 1,598.06 508.33 139.79 2,246.18 729.36 1.48¢
3 136,815 17,315 154,130 423 .86 578.93 177.20 6.90 763.03 339.17 1.80¢
a=================================n=========:=============rg======================================-.::::=============================:=:
.‘:1,086,669 132,751 1,219,420 3,353.38 3,375.24 1,387.87 232.01 4,995.12 1,641.74 1.56:
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%MEMORANDUM"

TO: Gpillexmo E. Olmedillo DATE: September 22, 2000

Director '

Department of Planning and Zoning SUBJECT: Solid Waste Disposal

Concurrency Determination

FROM: Andrew Wilfork

Director < /a#

Depa}'tr?ént of %y& ”gn{gernent

C U [ 74

The Department of Solid Waste Management determines compliance with the County’s adopted
level-of-service (LOS) standard for solid waste disposal based on the ability of the County Solid
Waste Management System (System) to accommodate projected waste flows for concurrency.
Only those System facilities that are constructed, under construction, subject to a binding
executed contract for construction, or subject to a binding executed contract for the provision of
services are included in this determination, in accordance with Chapter 33G of the Miami-Dade
County Code, Concurrency Management Program.

The attached spreadsheet presents the projected utilization of the System’s remaining disposal
capacity over a period of nearly 40 years. The projection is based on the demand generated by
those parties (municipalities and private haulers) who have committed their waste flows to the
System through interlocal agreements and long term contracts as well as anticipated non-
committed waste flows, in accordance with the LOS standard. The analysis shows adequate
System capacity to meet the LOS until 2011 or nearly five (5) years beyond the minimum
standard. This determination is contingent upon the continued ability of the County and its
disposal service contract providers to obtain and renew disposal facility operating permits from
the applicable federal, state and local regulatory agencies. Therefore, please be advised that the
current LOS is adequate to permit development orders to be issued. This determination shall
remain in effect for a period of three (3) fiscal years (ending September 30, 2003), at which time
an updated determination will be issued. If, however, a significant event occurs which
substantially alters these projections, the Department will issue an updated determination.

Attachment

cc: Steve Spratt, Senior Assistant to the County Manager
Jim Bostic. Deputy Director, DSWM
Vicente Castro, Assistant Director for Technical Services, DSWM
Kathie G. Brooks. Assistant Director for Finance and Planning, DSWM
Paul Mauriello, Executive Assistant to the Director, DSWM



Department of Salid Waste Mansgement (DSWM) 28-Aug00
Solid Waste Facility Capscity Anslysis
Fiscel Year 1999-2000
RESOURCES RECOVERY FACILITY | TRASH-TO-FUEL FACILITY SOUTHDADE | NORTHDADE | WMI | wTl |
Wasle | Landfill Lanafll Lanatit /asie 10 energy
Projections On-site Understo  Stwedded Tres Ash to Ashiul Net | RT! Non-processabies Processed Resiue Net
Year (tons) Gross South Dade 10 North Dace Tonnage Gross to North Dage 1o South Dade  Tonnage Trasn | Garbage/Trashi Trash Total
Tonnage & 2] | Tonnage (3] 14} 5] 16 i m "HT
2000 * 1,746,000 936,000 152,000 12.000 147.000  625.000| 196.000 18.000 22.000  156.000 323.000 272.000] 140,000 '83.000| 1.746.000
2001 ** 1,687.000 936,000 167.000 11.000 138000  620.000{ 270,000 48,000 27.000  195.000 230,000 264,000 140,000 100.000| 1.687.000|
2002 1.687.000' 936.000 167.000 11,000 138,000 620,000/ 270.000 48.000 27.000  195.000 230.000 264,000 140,000 100.000{ 1.887.000|
2003 *** 1.687.000 ©36.000 167.000 11,000 138,000 620.000| 270.000 48.000 27,000  195.000 230.000 364,000 140.000 0| 1.687.000
2004 1,687.000 936,000 187.000 11,000 138000  620.000| 270,000 48,000 27.000 195000 230.000 364.000 140,000 0| 1.687.000
2005 1.687.000 938,000 167.000 11,000 138,000  620.000{ 270.000 48.000 27.000  195.000 230.000 364.000 140,000 0| 1.687.000
2006 1,687,000 938,000 167.000 11.000 138,000  620.000{ 270.000 48.000 27.000 195000 230,000 384.000 140.000 0]
2007’ 1.687.000 938,000 167.000 11,000 138.000  620.000| 270.000 48.000 27,000  195.000 230.000 384.000 140,000 0
2008 1.687.000 936 000 167.000 11.000 138000 620.000 _270.000 48 000 27.000 __195.000 230.000 364.000 140.000
|RESOURCES GARBAGE TRASH TOTAL .
* TOTAL @ 1 TSV 870,000 66.000 $36.000 (93%G/T%T) i
196,000 196,000 (RTY) |
> TOTAL @ 1 68M 870.000 66,000 936,000 (93%G/T%T) .
270,000 270,000 (RTI) i
** TOTAL @ 1. 65M 870,000 66.000 936.000 (83%G/T%T) l
wio 100,000 to WTI 270.000 270,000 (RTH) 1
|
. TOTAL WASTE STREAM PERCENTAGES |
@1.69 MILLIONS TONS |
GARBAGE 56 4% 952.000 ‘
TRASH 43 3% 730.000 |
SPECIAL 03% 5.000 i
TOTAL 1,687,000
|REMAINING CAPACITY BY FACILTY
Ashfill South Dade  North Dade South Dade (wio cell 5)
Year Capactty * Cal L Capacilv *** (10 less 4 4 m tons)
Base Capacity 3.150.000 '9.148.000 3,843,000 4,748,000
2000 3.003.000 8.825.000 3.671.000 4,425,000
2001 2.865.000 8,565.000 3,407,000 4,185.000
2002 2.727.000 8.365.000 3,143,000 3.965.000
2003 2.589.000 8,135.000 2.779.000 3,735,000
2004 2,451,000 7.905.000 2.415.000 3.505.000
2005 2,313.000 7.675.000 2,051.000 3.275.000
2006 2,175,000 7.445.000 1,687.000 3,045,000
2007 2.037.000 7.215.000 1,323,000 2.815.000
2008 1.899.00C 6.985.000 959.000 2.585.000
2008 1,781 000 6.755.000 585.000 2.355.000
2010 1.623.00 6.525.000 231.000 2.125.000
2011 1.485.000 6.295.000 o 1,885.000
2012 1.347.000 6.065.000 0 1.665.000
2013 1.208.000 5.835.000 o 1.435.000
2014 1.071.000 5.605.000 0 1,205.000
2015 933.000 5.375.000 0 975.000
2018 795.000 5.145.000 0 745.000
2017 657.000 4.915.000 0 515,000
2018 519,000 4,685,000 (4 285,000
2019 381,000 4,455,000 o 55.000
2020 243.000 3,225.000 o -175.000
2021 105.000 3.995.000 0 -405.000
2022 o 3,732,000 0 -888.000
2023 0 3,364.000 0 -1,038.000
2024 o 2,996,000 d 1,404,000
2025 0 2.628.000 o 1.772.000
2026 0 2.260.000 0 -2,140.000
2027 ¢ 1,892.000 9 -2.508.000
2028 c 1,524,000 0 -2.876.000
2029 0 1,156.000 0 -3.244,000
2030 0 788.000 0 -3.612.000
201 0 420,000 0 -3,980.000
2032 0 52.000 0 4,348,000
2033 2 -316.000 0 -4.716.000
2034 0 -684.000 0 -5.084.000
2035 0 -1.052.000 0 -5.452.000
2036 0 -1,420.000 0 -5.820.000
2037 0 -1,788.000 0 6,188,000
2038 0 -2.156.000 0 -6,556.000
2038 0 -2,524,000 0 -6.924.000
Total Remaining Years 21 32 10 19

All capacny figures.

“Ashin capacily mncruces ceil 17-20_ celis 19-20 have nol been consuucied
~*South Dade inchudes celis 3. 4 and 5. cell 5 has ot been consuucied  Once asnfll capacity /s used up
ash goes 0 South Dade Assumes sl Unce!s CONSUMES CADSCIY Whether Of NO! I 1S USed 33 Cover
++*North Dade capacity recresents busidout of the facikly  When North Dade lanahil capacity 8 Gepleled trash s exporied

eved from the Capacity of Mearrw-Dade County Landiills report prepared Dy the

lEmg Drvision of the Department of Soid W. anagement Dated October 1996

08/28/2000
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-0 Guillermo E. Olmedillo. Director DATE: May 3rd. 1999
e Building & Zoning Department
SUBJECT:Concurrency
Approval

Earl L. Carlton. Captain

“ROM: ite Engineering & Water Supph-Bugeau

y
i

Subje'ct to compliance with Article XIV a. "Water Supply for Fire Suppression” of the
Miami Dade County Code. blanket approval for "Initial Development Orders" for any
proposed use is hereby granted until further notice.

A subsequent review to assess compliance with Miami Dade County Fire Flow Standards
addressed under the concurrency requirements, as stated in Chapter 163, part 2. Florida
Statute. will be necessarv during the building permit process.

When zoning use variances are permitted the fire flow standards for the zone permitting
the use will be applied.

ELC/ser





